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A record title or legal title is an indicium sufficient to raise a presumption of true ownership. | Under similar authority, a deed is 
prima facie evidence of a grantee's ownership.” Thus, generally, there is a rebuttable presumption that the person whose name 


appears on a legal title is the property's owner.” The presumption that the party with legal title to property is the owner of the 
full beneficial title, promotes a state's public policy in favor of the stability of titles to property and the integrity of property 


. 4 
transactions. 


Possession of real property is prima facie evidence of ownership.” Similarly, possession of personal property creates a rebuttable 
presumption that those in possession of property are rightly in possession.° Thus, possession of personal property creates a 
rebuttable. ’ presumption? or prima facie evidence’ of ownership. That is, evidence of possession of personal property ordinarily 


constitutes some evidence of ownership, which may be overcome by proof of ownership in another. | 


The name on tools, vehicles, or animals, and articles generally is commonly accepted as prima facie proof of ownership, and 


although not of much probative weight, it is enough, in the absence of evidence to the contrary, to carry the issue to the jury. !! 
This rule is recognized and applied to various species of property, and it has been applied in actions for damages sustained 


through an instrumentality bearing the defendant's name. !7 Likewise, the brand or mark on cattle is prima facie proof of 


ownership in states where the legislature has permitted such branding by statute. ia 


Property is presumed to descend to the heir. 1^ In the absence of any proof to the contrary, the presumption is that a deceased 
person died intestate, and that his or her heirs become the owners of all his or her property. !> Exercising acts of ownership over 


property is the basis for a statutory presumption of ownership in some jurisdictions. !° 
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Spotts v. U.S., 429 F.3d 248, 2005 FED App. 0441P (6th Cir. 2005) (applying Kentucky law); U.S. v. Nava, 
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